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Fg is Paſſive Obedience 2 © 11185 
A. According to the-Lefinition 8 
Divines, it is a Duty, by which We 


. are obliged to >buy Kings in all things they com- 


7 ee they command yr re to God's 
il 95 A 

2. What are thoſe things, thar ate e e 
Will, which we are not to - tho'a King Commands 


us to do em? 
A. We are not to Steal. Murther, and he like; 


X tho' a King commands us: Nor ate'we to rolioquilh 


our Faith, tho he commands us to do itt. 
L. Is there any exception to the Ganeral Rule of 
Obejing the Ki King, made in Scripture ?' ©. 
tion is made, where the General Rule 
of Geng the King is given. Let is it to be under- 
ood, that we are not co relinquiſn our Faith, nor 
Murder, nor Steal, and the like, tho a” Ki com · 


mands us: Recauſe do ing theſe.things/ are Sins. 


Q. Is it no Sin to difobey a King | in +} chat a ate 
Sinful, unjuſt or illegal? 
5K. No; becauſe Sinful, unjuſt, Te ille al things, 
. e 0 N s Will © Conſequently, it's = 


— * 


C45 
Si to, Alobey a King, in chings Sinful, illegal, or 


* we not taught to Obey Kings without 
klerve? 
A. Some perhaps may dackifuch Doctrine; but 
that Doctrine can t be true If true, its a Sin to diſ- 
obey a King, even in things that are Sinful. But as 
I told you before, we are not to commit any Sin, tho 
a King commands us. Conſequently, we ought to 
diſobey him in things Sinful. We are indeed to obey 
him in things not Sinful, illegal or unjuſt. 
ls every thing Sinful, N ? 
A. In my Opinion it s. 


2. Is it Sinful to comply with Martyrdom, that 4 


being an unjuſt Command ? ' 

A. I cannot ſee how any Man can be extus d from 
an imputation of Sin, that voluntarily complys with 
Martyrdom, - For we are to Obey a King in ſuffering 
wrongfully for Religion, no more than we are to 
Obey him in changing our Religion, when he com- 
mands us: The former Command, as well as the 


latter, being contrary to God's Law. For i in the 10 5 


Commandments, Murder is forbid. 9155 

2. Is Martyrdom, Murder? 

A. It is ſuffering Death for Religion; 10 a King 

unjuſtly commands it: And that being unjuſt, muſt 
be Muider, God commands no Man to: ſuffer for be- 
ing a good Chriſtian; and therefore he that fuffers 
for — a good Chviſtian, ſuffers wrongfully, and 
is Murder d. 


Are Chriſtians that voluntarily comply with 
. Mariyrdom, acceſſary to their own Deaths, and con- 


ſequently guilty of the Sin of Murder, if they don't 
Fly or reſiſt? 
4, Without Loubr, it's a Sin minke Marda to he 


committed on others, or our ſelves, if we can avoid 


it: For Murder is contrary to God's Laws. And Mar- 
tyrdom being Murder, We ought to uſe all proper 


Means to Proveny it, 9. May 


2 


8 


+ > wb G ou RT TY 


mY. VEE! 
2. May we refit 4 Martyr: Maker 2 258 
A. As much as we may 4 Murtherer : "Rei nee” - 

= againſt a Martyr-maker or Murtherer, being no where : 5 | 
1 forbid. 1 in Scripture. We are indeed to dye Warp, P 
| rather than forſake our Religion, if we are fo con 
dtrain'd that we muſt do one or other, But we m 
; refuſe Martyrdom, if we can avoid it by Flighr'or 
RNeſiſtance; becauſe it is unjuſt. ene 
2 Are we guilty: of Sin, if we do's refiſt 2 Mat 
Morne? 

A. We are guilty of a Sin, ſo far 25 we ſubttüt vo- 
Tee and without Reſiſtance, to the Loſs of our 
Lives, when it is in our power o ſave our ſelves by 


S n 
n 
S 
— 8 * * 


T 4 . efiſtance. For God gave us our Lives; and we 

) 4 Wfhould ſeem to flight bis Divine Gift, conſequently 

1 *- in in ſo doing, if we do not reſiſt, nay, endeavour 1 to 

1 |. Kill any one chat unjuſtly deſigns to Murder us. 
3321s it not a Sin to Ml, or endeavour to kill one 

5 Th attempts Murder? ry 

þ A. In my Opinion it 'can be no Sin: It is Mida 

: Wat and confequentty” a Vertue, to k kill one, that 

2 would kill unjaſtly. 

5 Is — NO. poſitive Law, \by which we are - 


Y Fo to obey Magiſtrates ? ; 
A. Yes, God commands by Moſes. «a We Hanau 
4 Wn Obey the King; and by St. Faul, chat le be Jab. | 
ell to the Higher Powers. 

Arte we to Obey Kings without Limitarion, as 
thely Commands ſeem to expreſs ? . 
, "I No: For tho theſe Commands are Gel and 
1 axe no exceptions annex d to em, where they are 
Commanded ; yet all Kings are Limited by the Laws 
of God, and by the Laws of Nature: Nay ſome of 
Fer are Limited by the Fa of the ne which 5 
2 flow oe Limi 

ow does it appear that they arg 15 

the n ea, * 
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bis Miniſters, if they do harm. 


Pls ö 5 \ 
& 3 


(6) 
A. I have ks told you that * Bat! ſhall 
now endeavour to clear this Point even from St. Pauls 
own Words, St. Paul ſays, Maziftrates are the Mi- 


2 MY Gad for Good: "They are therefore limited 


ind, as I prefume he did. 


2 Are they only to do good? ee 
1701 d is properly the Bufineſs of a ta ftrte 


to do 
2 2 King then no liberty alowd bim b by 
Got to do harm to his SubjeQs, if be pleafes? © * 
3 N no ſuch allowance given to Rings any any 
here in 1 1 1 
Te May, we diſobey Magiſtrates, 1 fol 
aft contrary. to Juſtice and the common Safety fery 
You. may do as you pleaſe: But 1 think tl 


55 bligation upon us to obey em then. ale wg 
£2. Why.do, you think we need not? 
＋ 4 cher the Laws of God, not Natur, 


a: of QUT. Country re uire it of us. 27 " 17 
2 Does not * Pay! 275 oy Je fabi . th 


LH good by the Laws of God, if $4 I" Ly 


Bon 


higher Powers 2 
A. Yes... But " By ſy that they are the "Fj. 
ar ns God | oy ans confin d 


TY La 


4 5 Ir? 


wt Map tracy ar np 
for the Publick Good. * 
2 2 Whoſe Miniſters Are Won OM yi 25 
A. I know not whoſe Miniſters they N But 
— they do Harm or Injuries (againft Law and 
5 ramon Jultic to their SubjeQts). 1 15 be God's 
iniſtets. 25 "St. Paul ſdys, Magiftrates are "the 


Miniſters of. God fer Good. " They « can t therefore be 


- + @. How are Kings oblig'd by the Laws of Nature 
to do no BED to their SubjeQs? © 44. Bye: 


N 


„ 

4; Every rational. Man is endowed with Reiz = 
And Reaſon is a Law-maker, whete there is no other, 
even in the moſt barbarous Nations. Now Reaſon 

prompts every Man to take care of his own i This 
_ there's no Man in of” Senſes but what will. This 
therefore is one Law of Nature, to take care of our 
own Safety. 

A No neſtion'bift every wiſe King will do this?” i 


if he can. But how does hs e him ro bad 


cate'of others Good or Safety? 

A. If the Law of Nature or Reaſon prom prompts 
Man to do good to of preſerve himſelf, it neceffarily © 
follows that he ſhould have the ſame regard to 8 4 
it not being reaſonable that any Man ſhould expect 
a good turn, that will not do à good Office himſelf; ' 
For chis is another Law of Nature, to do as we 


| would be done by; and is a Conſequence of the Na- 


tural Law mentioned before. And fince Kings, as 
well as SubjeQts, naturally defire their own Safety, 
it behoves em to confider 4 much the Safety of their 
Subjects as their 9; each Man's Security being as, 
dear to him, as a King s Perſonal Safety is to fi 

2. How is a King limited by theſe Laws? 

A. In effect I have told you "alfeady: Butt ſhall 
explain my ſelf à little farther thus: If a King ex- 
peas to be ſafe from Injuries, he is to treat others as 
he wiſhes to be treated himſelf, Conſequently he is 


limited by the Law of Nature to act for the Security, | 


not for the DeſtruQtion of - thoſe under his Dominion, 
2. Can an Abſolute King be limited? 
A. Yes, in the manner I told you juſt now, bythe 


Laws of God and Nature. 


2 May an Abſolute King be reſiſtedd? 
A. Ts, if he baüſgtelfes the Bounds of Reaton 
or the Law of Natute; he may then be treated 8 2 
common Enemy to Mankind. | 

2 Bur is it neceſſary. that Kings Would al Wa) 


22 


regard other's Security as well as their own? WS - 


A. Tes 


can a! e Han 
ſelf? | T 
A. public Safe afety. 8 . bene al be 
uniſh'd by Kings, where there are Kings; or by 
States, where there u og States. And when 4 
Puniſhes by. iy of Satisfaction for an Injury 
done, he does but do laber TY is abſolucly ne · 
8 cellary For. the good of all People. Tis true, the 
Puniſhment of an Offender is hurtful to the Perſon 
oF 255 Offender. But as a King does good in rb 
by. puniiog an Offender, / he is not to 
je of Tojury,.. tho" be does hurt the Fersen 
of 2 R For the hurt a King does to a Cri - 
minal tends, to the. Security of the xeſt of his Sub- 
: eſpecially, if they by exemplary ken 
date detert d fom daing the like. it l „ l. 


5x 


rries,. ich Lives and abe _ | 


0 
A 


* + 


N What is rs AP Kings, ee 
Obe that is oblig d by ws, to enen by Law, 
fore the good of his Subjects 


at Is Paffive. Obedicnce due to Kings, gw" | 
15 Juſt or unjuſt, merciful or cruel, good or bad? 
0 certainly. For St. Paul commands no Obe- 


- to —_— but only 0 the good Miniſters of 


* * 71 <7} 7 - 28 * 12 * Cs 4 11 12 * ea a A % 
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. But does he not pronounce Damtatioñ bl 
thoſe bat refift rhe Supreme Pomere, without confi 
wok | whether they are Tyrants or nor? | 
A. Undoubtedly” no. For tis abſurd to think 75. 
rauts can be the Miniſters of God for Good: And 
therefore St. Paul confines Mens Obectence 0 ee 

Magiſtrates, not to Tyran ts. 
L. Bur a Tytam may do good ye beser his 


People: ls it not ſometimes for their good that they 


ſhould be 8 ne and even mr 


for Religion? 70 


A. een e thinks fir to pt em upon ſock - 
2 5 of their Faith. The God, People will receive 


2 is a Spiritual Crown of Glory hereafter. And 
they 


can get that, the King that perſecures am may” 
keep. his, if Gad is pleas'd to have it ſo: But if God 
is not willing that the wan _ a wg ROO 


| ſuffer; he will n 


Wh How ?r'5 9454 2 f 
A. Either by. his uni, — elſe by ſetting up 4 
Power among the People ſironger than his. 

And if by that Power they ſhould prevent him 
of enjoy ing his Crown; is that a Divine Power? © - 
A. Les, by Conſequence, if all Pooder i 10 3 G 

as St. Pual fays-. 
But are 411 en braained ak Gade ; 3 
A. Yes; the Power of Subjects as well as the Powet” 
of Princes, if it be for good. God Almighty is good 
and permits every thing to be done, that is done, for 
good: He is the only Judge which is for good; and 
which not. And when a Tyrannical King and his, 
Subjects quarrel, he it is that determines it for the 2 a 
2. ls every thing done by Divine Permiſſiun? 
A. Tes, undoubtedly; for God's Providence 1 iS ove | 
all Things that are done in the World. Host 
Does God permit Sin to be — 2 
A. If every thing is done by bis Permiſſion; Sin it 
telf is not excepied ee permitted by * 4 
124 3 g 


. 


5 (4% 3 
ef 2 Is God the Author of Sin, iff he permits it? 
hs 4. Nie. Men ae Authors of theit/ Fun Sins: H 7% 
permits em, but is not therefore Author of em 
2. Why does God permit Sin to e 8 
A. The: Reaſon. why God fuffets Sin to be commit- - 
ted is paſt the Skill of us his Creatures to find out. 
He may perhaps let us go on from one Wickedneſs tu 
another, (knowing tllat we will not repent) that we 
may receive a greater Condemnation when we come to 
Judgment: Or elſe he may ſuffer us to commit 9 
Sins, that the Remembrance of em may * 
Conſciences the more when we cot 0 to r pent. 1 
< Is W ULE Din? 1 069 þ JIGoT 
Les; if People have no oft Cauſe wo tft: 
Refiſtance then z the Sin of Miteberftrt. 
s Refiſtance againſt a Tyrant oon man ed by 
God any where in Scripture??: 90D 
A. Yes; when the 1/ractites: r e imme 
diate Care of God himſelf, he gave em Authotity 
ſometimes by his Prophets to reſiſt their Kings, when 
they grew Tyrannical. Thus NHrobbam was reſifted-by 
Ten of his on Tribes, when he threaten'd to ef 
ciſe a greater Arbitzary Power over them than bis Fa · 
ther Salomon. And Feroboam; that was their General, 
was exalted to the Throne in his ſtead. Ses the ft. 
of Kings, Chapters the 1 ith, lath, igth and 1 gib. 
Pere are many other Inſtances of \bis: kindiinahe 
Old Teſtament, which I ſhall not now trouble you with." 
But does the Ditine Authority of a ea ceaſe. 
when he grows Tyrannical? ng 
„A. In my Opinion it does. This is pain b he In. 
ſtance of Rheoboam: He had a Divi — 5 
all Kings have while they act Irs fi and His zu- 
thority continued till be practisd Tyranny. But 38 
ſoon-as he did that, God gave the 1/rac/ites a Divine: 
Authority to efiſt him, by his Prophet Ahab. New 
if his Divine Authority did nere upon his 
Tyranrical, — comm a 2 


bn 


— x 2 

6 him, muſt command his own Authority to be op. +. 4 
pos d: ie en of wbich no Man certainly 5 | 
will-affirm God to be gully, le Blaſphomy ſhould = 
be imputed. to himſelf. Pak 
Examples taken out of the Old Teſtament don . 

carry” the fame weight wirh em as Authorities taken ; 
out of the New. Pray therefore tell me whether Re 
filtance againſt a Tyrant een any where in 

the New Teſtament? 5 3s Tp EL 
A. Þcar't ſay there are any-dnftruftionsin the New 
Teſtament, . authorizing Subjects to reſiſt bad Princes, 
But ſince no Man is forbid in the New. Teſtament to 
reſiſt a bad Prince, it can't be thought that any one 
that reſiſts a bad one will ſuffer eternal Puniſhment for 
it. For the eternal *Puniſhtnent threaten'd- by St. Paul 
is only to thoſe who reſiſt a good Fer 1 in . 

* a Miniſter of God jor Good. 
Als not Reſiſtance a fioful Practice? 


jt; P44 ,J 
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7 8 Ss we:don't Ne e 15 God for 
A 2 N Nan ale lion Damnation that hasre- 
2 fifted good Frinces?. 

„A4. No, Fox St. Paul 65, He that reit. (mean 

Fri ing 1 ſuppoſe the legal and Juſt Powers) Mall receive 
e Pomnarion, Ai dt be means legal and 
ur juſt Powers, I have prov'd already. 


.Q.,;ls every Man ſecure from eremal/ Darination 
that has reliſted bad Kings or Tyrant? 
4. I believe they are, in reſpe& of their Reſiſtance 
apainſt T yrants, however they may tbe-in-zegard- to 
Sins. committed by em. For, as I. have often old 
vou, 2 Tyrant is no Miniſter of God for Go 5 
¶ Soppoſe a Limited King ſhould exceed his Bounds, | 
and, att Arbitrarily ; is it Lawful to teſiſt bim after he 
is Crown'd,. and bas taken the Coronation Oah? 
4. L cant fay it is Lawful to oy ſuch a one ; but 
ſuch a one, not acting Lawfully, is 2 Tytant: And 
5 Laws haye not 7 kuf the Perſons of 9 


— 


5 


7 2 


Dr 


| JJ 
from being reſiſted, - They have, as far as they ca 
taken care of che Perſons of our Legal Kings, ten 
Pointing ſevere; Puniſhments ro fene dare at- 
tempt them. Ait 01 318 28 7 24 
4%; What is a ga Kg: eis! na 


A. One that Goverrs by La, not one what acts 


againſt it. Tis a contradidtion to ſay a King is Laws 
fol, When 150 does not act Lawfully. The Crowym 
makes a King never the more Laful; becauſe he i 


Crowd, and bas taken the Coronation-Qathi; No, 
A King muſt act Lawfully, as well as: ber Cromn A 
e or.elſe he can in ſtrict Reaſon e callid 
Lawful, For he only is Lawfulz that has taken tan 


Oath to: Goyern'by Law, and, according ta that -Oarh; 
Governs: Net he chat bas taken the Cath and acts 


chef (Its n n il on ON 4 | 


2. Why aid the-Apoſiles ſuffer for Chriſtianity 30 


A . — God thougbt fir: He might have. ſent | 
an Hoſt of Hel Angels to prevent; their Sufferings if | 


he bad pleas d: But he knew the Religion, which'they 


ſuffer d for, to be true; and that their. Suffating would f 
give. a Reputation to Chriſtianity: e N | _ 


Permit. them todye Mars. 


2. Did God permit we Primitive Curillians ol. 
fer ee lane Aeg? i LID , W „ Yau, 1115 * 


A Jes. e e 

. Ought;, non me then to > fallon 'both wir Ex 

ame 1194 N Nn Nun n 923! 
A. Ver, il God tbicksfit, "27k 461] £7 -.k 


0p Might not the Primitive: Chriſtians! bach abel 


led againſt their Perle-ming Tymaics,; if God had per- 


mitted em? 5 te Þ le 


FE Yes, it God by his Divine: Providence: had'ena- 


eden with a ſufficient Power, But be nor thinking 
it-proper for em to oppoſe the Tytanny of their Prin- 


ces, by his petmiſſion, they ſufferd e _ 


WH hich tbey ate ap Heaven. e inn ec: 


e H * ebe d lfu a & 


f * * 4 — 

ul 113 „ 'Q A 
45 : oy 4 

* a, * 


Se 


hy , 


ry £2 
0 Was not He, hema eser he dae | 
Chritzians no be lubject to, al Tyan zie ib S 
A. He is ſo -yepured = 7 Re param. mip 
S ſo 2. 1 220 * P; | 112 } LE VIE 41 
, 2. Is it not Range, that St. Paul would cn | 
em t be Obedient to a Tyrant? ? er N 
A. No: His Command. was good. For it was na? 
Gala; that they ſhould live; peaceably, pay Ta res 
and contribute as much as in them lay, to ſupport that 
Government under which they liv'd z leſt they ſhonld, 
(if they did not behave themleives like the reſt of tha 
kmperor's Subjects, in paying Tribute and obeying his 
Laws) be diſtuibid by Cæſar, in the Exerciſe of their 
Ney Religion. He did not :order. em to Obey; him in 
erer Tyrannical Command, 5. 4, to tun Fagang, r 
dye Martyts, if he commanded em. It appeats ras 
ther, that in one reſpect at deaſt, they were to diſobey 
the Emperour, vis. in not ftaying- in the Empire! to» 
their prejudlice, tho! He: ſhould command it. Eor he 
bid em Fly, if they were pe: ſecuted. So that they 
had his Authority! to Fly, the? Cœſar had commiinded: 
them to ſtay . This, I take-it; as idd ing them t tobe 
Diſobedient to the Crueb Commands of a'Tyrannicat; 
| Emperour, | as far as they were then able. Tis t 
he did not ordet em to Refi Hin in caſe he was r. 
Cruel to them than his ocher, Subjrcts: No: He knew 
they were not able to make Oppoſition againſt: him, 
it they had never ſo; much Occaſion, being too fem 0 
do it. And therefore ſuch ane, if he had. given it, 


would bave been in vain 1 
Do you think God would have mer em to 
1 refilt, if they had Power ? MT Oe 


4. Undoubtedly he would. For it appears by Hr 
Lory, that he has ſuffer d other Chriſtians; 'when they” 
grew numerous and powerful, to- reſilt there Princes. 

Tbere had been no Biſhop of Rome, where there. was 
„Pence Pagan Emperors; no Proteſtantiſm hardly; where: 
Iihere was Lope no Chriſtian Kings cri by 
. Chr lag 


= cia) 
Chriſtian 8. (wbich you know has been 8 
done) if People had hot been permitted 12 Gol to te- 
ſit the Supream Powers. 


Have any Chriſtian Kings formerly been ed 
by their Chriftian Subjects? ret 

A. Yes ſeveral. In "England almoſt every Arbitrary 
veſt, has been reſiſted by our 
who were Chriſtians as well as we: 


Prince, fince the Conq 
own Country- Men, 
Befides abundance of others in Foreign Countries. 


2. Bur does God's permiſſion in the caſe of Refi. | 


ance, amount to a Divine Allowance? 


AI. Since God is not pleas d to give his own direQi: 1 


riot alle it he would never permit te ; 
=12; Should a King in theſe times command People 


Fower.to-xefift, But if 
'em to reſiſt, hut rather that they ſhould dye Martyrs, 


they muſt Paſfively ſubmit and ſuffer Martyrdom, ra- 
To than actively obey the King, in changing our * | 


ligion. For we muſt Obey God in every Tg, rathe 


than Man. 


2. lle rronble you but with one Queſtion more; 
Does not St. Paul's Doctrine extend to all Chriſtians 
Re as the Romans, to whot he wrote? 


tb.change 1285 Religion 5 may they 1 Nun, rather ; 


;obey ? 
A. They may refiſt bim, if God. thinks fit, For if 
God thinks fir, He will enable em with a ſufficient | 
God thinks it not proper for i 


POSSNB DoS 


ons in matters of Government. to vs now, as he did 
formerly to the I/rae/;zes, when they were his own 4 
peculiar People; we muſt be contented with what his 
enk in general directs. And if his Divine Pro- 
vidence thinks fit, that People ſhould oppoſe Tyranni: | 
cal Powers, by the Powers which they can aſſemble ! 
for their own Relief; I know not why this may nor 
rly:be called a Divine Allowance. For i * did AY 


19 97 GE . 


(. 
whether his Advice concerning Obedienes to the Higher 
Pervers, was defign'd for any other, befides the RG. 
mans. But admit it extends to all Chriſtians; yet 
a = afrerwards he tells us, Magiſtrates. are the Miniſters” 
% God for Good. So that Obedjence is only due to them 
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Hus Country-Man, I hope I have vin⸗ 
dicated all the Refiſtance that has heen, or 
will be made againſt Tyrants. You fee: 
= plainly, that St. Paul is no Friend to Tyrants, but 
only to the Good Miniſters of God. They are the on- 

ly. Perſons, that can lay claim to Paſſue Obedience, 
and without doubt it is due to them. 
But certainly Ab/o/ure Paſſive Obedience to Princes, 

whether they be Tyrannical or not, is a mere Impo- 
ſition. And yet ſome. of our Clergy; (tho? they know: 
the Doctrine has more than once, put this Nation in- 
to mighty diſorder) will aſſert, that Paſſve Obedience 
ought to be pay d to Unjuſt, Illegal; and Tyrannicat: 
= Powers, as well as Juſt, Legal, and e ent 

Princes. As if they had a Mind to have our Limited 
Monarchy turn'd into an Abſolute one. 5 
Io ſupport their pretended: Doctrine, they make 

uſe of the Sentences St. Paul ſpeaks in one part of 
the Iʒth of the Romans, without taking Notice of his 
meaning explain d in that Verſe, where he ſays; that 
Aagiſtratit are the Minifters: of God for Good. 
Which certainly can't be conſtrued in favont of Paſſue 
Vbedzence in any Senſe; bat only to Good Magt. 
. Ates. we ed as; ee ag #1 mn Abad vs . „49 Wok 0 E 
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They: may ptetesd that unlimited Obedience "Y 


g Monarchs is the Doctrine of the Homilies and the 


Church of England But if the Homilies miſtake che 


Senſe of St: Faul, (as they" may, being written by 
Men that were not infallible like St. Paul) I hope 


they don't think People are as much oblig:d to Reli 


them, as they are the Sacred Writings. St. Paul does 


not contend for an abſolute Obedience, as the Homi- 


Lies do. But ſome-of our Clergy now, as the Wri⸗ 


ters of our Homil ies did heretofore, plead for ir, tho? 


It is down-right Blaſphemy : For none but an unlimit- | 


ed Being can deſerve an unlimited Ubedience. 

After proying the DR 10 to be Blaſphemy, I ſhall 
now prove it to be Po * It was vigorouſly and ſuc- 
ceſsfally/ *preach'd'by'rhe:Popiſh Clergy of France, in! 
Lewis*the: Xlllth's. and XIVth's Reigns, and was In- 
ſtrumemtal in Ruiping the Proteſtant Intereſt in that 
Country. It ſerv'd tor ae Dads, and. therefore may: 
very well be term'd Popiſh.” Wy 


And as it has been detected to de biabemous and 4 


Popiſh, ſo I ſhall nor ſcruple to call it à Flattering 
Doctrine foo: For by this Doctrine (which flatters 
Princes with more Power than really — to em) 
ſome of our Clergy have in the late Reigns advancd 
theinſelves to the beſt Preferments in the Church. And 
ſome perhaps nowa.days expect the ſame good For- 
tune for advancing this Doctrine: Bar it's to be fear'd, 
While they ' endeavour thus to raiſe themſelves,” our 
Country may fall A Sactthee! to their Slaviſh Nori 
ons. Y 91010194 115 oe [HOT YOGI T0. 
1 don't pretend to 'chabgs: our Proteſtant Clergy 
lh the ſame Deſign as that of the Fopiſn Clergy of 
France; but their preſent Practice methinks is fo like 
that of the French! Clergy in the Two Kings Reigns 


above. mentioned, that we have reaſon 0 fear che ill | 


ences of it here. 
Fer my Part, tho I hve a EY YR Repard to 


_ the Clergy of the Church of England; yet I cant but 
a Teck 3 | wonder 


(L1 
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Founder at ſome of em for this Doctrine: For they 
1 found it (as I think I have ſufficiently proy d) ſophi- 


] ſtically upon Scripture... 2 Ee, 
5 "Tis 4 Doktrin that encourages Monarchs to uſe 
15 Arbicrary Methods: And it has been found in other 
Countries, as well as here, dangerous both to Religi- 
1 on and Liberty. J œ HE ß 3 8 
. It is dangerous upon this Account; becauſe a King, 
* once perſuaded by it, that he may do what he 
pleaſes, may take upon him to ſubvert our Religion 
and Laws, if he is alſo perſwaded that he can. 
In ſhort, this Doctrine produces Tyranny; and Ty- - 
ranny produces Reſiſtance. So that preaching this 
Doctrine is as dangerous as preaching up Rebellion: 
“For legal Kings would ſcarce ever be reſiſted by their 
. own Subjects, unleſs they were firſt induc'd by this 
£ een Doctrine to inſult and domineer over their 
The Hiſtories of ſome of our late Reigns inform 
us, that the Doctrine of Abſolute Paſhve-Obedience 
and Non- Reſiſtance preach'd by the Clergy, and too 
much believ?d by the Laity, gave Encouragement to 
many Arbitrary Proceedings. And if our preſent. 
| Clergy will rigorouſly maintain it ſtill, inſtead of re- 
tracting it (which they ought to do, being no rthere 
countenanc'd by the Bible nor our Laws) England, 
like France, may too ſoon feel the ſaid Eflects of it. 
They may tell you, Country-man, that Reſiſtance is 
a Popiſh Doctrine, It may be ſo. And yet it has 
been found neceſſary in a Proteſtant Country. 56 
I have told you, that the Doctrine of Abſolute 
Obedience is Popiſh too: But this latter has been, and 
may be again, of worſe Conſequence than the former, 
Twice, within ſome of our Memories, it had like 
to have ruin d our Religion, and betray d our Conſti - 
cyUtton, | 171. 07 any 5» why 
It was an ill for; of a Weed thar effectually poy - 
ſon d France And it may ” the fame in Engin * 
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*Twas.this that made the French, W 588 (once as 
fres as ours, but too credutous of this Doctrine) im. 
prudently part wich their Libet ro their Rigg. 

Tis true, we have, practis'd otherwiſe than OY 
Cletgy have taught us; an ſo have they: And will 
be our. wiſelt way ſtill not to believe always what 
they av. 

The whole Body of the — (a very few only 
excepted ) actually oppos'd or fefifted K. amet, in 
nt _rextivg his Famons Declaration in"favour of the 
Piſſenters. But I would ask them what Gofp dl: Rule 
they. had, by which they can juſtify their Not! Obedi- 


_ ehee to 10 inne cent a Comma. d. At that time great 


Art and Induſtry was us'd ro encoutage one another to, 
be hearty in Diſobedience. Tis ſtrange that they „ 


be diſobedient to Supreme Powers, and others muſt. 


not. T bey can't plead that it was 2 Sin to. obey. King 
James in à Command which favourd weak Conſci- 
ences; It was rather a Sin in them to defire Laws 
ſHould be ſtill in force, that countenapcd the Ferſe. 
cution of Diſſenters, their Fellow SubjeQs:; ©. © 
'T have one thing more to add againſt rheir unlimit. 
ed Paſſive Obedience. If Kings have à Divine Autho- 
rity, whether they de 80 00d ot bad, and that Auth. 
rity 15 not to be relle, but he that 10 ifts ſhall; recetoe 
o hin 771 Damnation; J cannot ſee ow any Soldier | 
in the World that fights: againſt Supreme Powers. can 
be ſafe from Damnation. At this fate, the 'Br:ti/h, | 
Iriſh and Dutch, and all the Confederates" that fight 
apainſt the King of France, are damn'd : So likewiſe 
the French, and their Confederates, that fight againſt 
the Queen of England, the Emperor, and other Su- 
preme Powers and Princes, muſt be damn'd too: For 
all Supreme Powers, (accordin 8 to the Doctrine of 
lergy) whether they 


act juſtly or no, have a Divine Authority; and con- 
ſequently, w whether they act juſtly or no, are not to be 


At 


refilted. 


3 N 


At this rate, the King of France 1 12 rd t6 
go on with his Tyrannical Defigns as long as he 
- = fol No Body muſt oppoſe him, becauſe, he bas a 

| ivine Authority. 
I know it may be objected here, that St. Paal does 
not mean by theſe Words Be ye ſubje8 to the Higher 
Powers, that the Subjects of one Prince or Country 
{hall never reſiſt the Supreme Powers of another, it 
there be occaſions, ._ . 
No. He can't mean ſo: And yet he may, for ought 
any Body-knows, becauſe the Command is general. 
If he meant, when he faid Be ye ſubjef 70 the 
Higher Powers, that the Subjects of every. Govera- . 
ment ſhould be ſubject to the Governments under 
which they live, and them only; then he would have 
ſaid, to make his Meaning more plain, Be ye fone 
2 the Higher Powers under which you live. But he 
does not add the Words, ander which you. live + Sp 
that he may mean all Foreign Supreme. Powers, 2s 
well as thoſe under which we live. 
©  Idon really think that St. Pau! was abainf all 
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„manner of Supteme Powers, whether Foreign or Do- 
meltick, being reſiſted: And yer I may take the Ad- 
"= vantage of urging this as bis Meanipg, as well as our 
r Clergy have. taken the Liberty to put another Mean- 
n ing upon the Words Be ye ſubjeck to the, Higher 
„ WW Powers. 

N -. They fay the Words are general, and hen Ex- 
e ception. And if without Exception, Foteign as well 
bi as Domeſtick Powers mult be included in che Rule; 
1. conſequently War againſt Supreme Powers of Forei 

Ir Countries muſt be unlawful, as well as Refiftange of 
of Subjects againſt their own Supreme Powers.. 

: Lam not really of this Opinion, nor againſt an Ex- 


n- A to be made, tho' St. Paul did not FAA one. 


it f St, Fals Rule; or ele all 10. % it cher 10 
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Juſt, muſt be unlawful; becauſe contrary to St. Pauls 


Fl 

mm 8 . 7 
God commands People often to go to War, as we ; 
read in the Old Teftament : Nay, he is frequently ſaid MY ; 
in Scripture to fight Battles for thoſe he favourd. He MF | 
made the I/raelites to fight againſt other Kings, and 
other Kings to fight againſt 1/rae/. This he did, when 
there was a Juſt occaſion for it. En | 
War has been countenancd by God himſelf: And 
his Providence of late, has been apparent in giving us, 
and our Confederates Succeſs, againſt a King, whoſe MM . 
Uſurpations have been grievous to all his Neigbours, 
not to mention how intolerably burdenſom he has been 
to his own Subjects. E 
I ſhould not have infiſted ſo much upon this Argu- 1 
ment, but only to ſhew the Abſurdity of a Doctrine, f 
which, it deliver'd in ſuch General Terms, as our 1 
Clergy have hitherto done, muſt neceſſarily make 
void all Pretences to War with Popi/h Foreign, as 
well as Papiſh Domeſtick Powers. at 
+ _ The Exception of Foreign Supream Powers, is not | 
to be granted, if their Doctrine of Non-Refiftance ; 
againſt Supream Powers is not to be Limited. For 7 


St. Paul does not except one Supremes Power, more 
than another. And if St. Pau! does not except Popi/h 
Foreign Powers, what reaſon have they to except 
*em, without St. Paul's Authority? If they will make 
this exception for St. Paul, I hope others may take 
the ſame Liberty, and make another Exception for 
him as well as they. ee e 
St. Paul (for ought we know) might mean, that 
we ought to be ſubjett to the Higher Powers,” if thoſe 
"Powers are Fuſt. Why not this, tho' he does not ex- 
preſs it, as well as Unjuft Supream Powers, which he 
1 ge mas mars 
le might as well mean Powers that are Juſt, as 
that we ſhould be ſubject 70 Powers, be they never 
J. Unjuft. If he. had meant Unjuft Powers, ag well 
4 Es — r 8 He WY * enen E | 
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5 be would bave faid ſo. But fince he has not 
1 Ke ard himſelf, I think any one may except Pa 
njuſt Dome flick Powers, as well as the 1 
2 jus 12 n. For if St. Faul muſt | 
red with one ae why not with é, 2 
I Tam inclin'd to believe, we are only to be mw 

to Legal, and Fuſt Supreme Powers. Becauſe theſ: 
and only theſe, repreſent G O-D who is Fuſt. But 


as for Unjaſt Powers, they certainly have no pretence 


to Non. Kefiſtance; Injuftice being no part of Divine 
Authority. ; 
Tis certain, no King mention'd in the Old Teſta. 


ment, had Authority from God to be Tyrannical, or 


Unj aſt. And I dare ſay, none elſe ever had, or ever 


| will have, fach a Commiſſion. 
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Theſe are the Powers that deſerve to be Refiſted, 
And for this reaſon, the Confederates reſiſt the King 
of France. Every one knows him to be Ulnjuſt a ng 
Tyrannical. And conſequently it can be no Sin, to 
oppoſe him, Bur I cannot ſo well acquit the French 
for Reſiſting the Queen of England; becauſe She is 
Juſt, Legal, and (a ccording to St, Faul) a good Mir 
miſter of God. 

"Befides all this, the Doctrine is. contradiQory to 
the Word of God : For his Command is, That we 
Obey the King. And if we reſiſt the King's Command, 
in not changing our Religion when he commands us, 
we do not Obey him, But ſome of our Clergy. bid © 
incaſe a King commands us to change our Religi 


to diſobey him in that, and ro be Paffive. Now w ich 
. muſt we Obey ? Muſt not we Obey God rather than 


them? God does not command us to be Paſſive, there's 
no ſuch thing in the Commandments : But if they 
command us to be Paſſive, * when God does not come 


mand it, do we not diſobey the King, and God too, 
in being Paffive ? Obedience is fulfilling the Command 


of a Ng: And if his Command be to change our Re. 
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are not Obedient, but rather Niſobedient ; becauſe wo 
don't fulfill the Kipgs Command. Is not this a Con- 
tragiction to God's Command ? For that bids ds be 
Obedient to the King: And yet ſome of our, Cleigy MM 
command. us to be Diſobedicat. I know. not; how: td 
; reconcile this matter, unleſs Obedience and D itobedir 
ä 
I know they ſay, the King bids us do an unlaw 
thing, when he commands us to change our Religion, 
And therefore is not to be Obey d: I grant ite S 
the other hand, he commands an unlawful thing, 
when he commands us to ſubmit to the Hangman, for 
not changing our Religion. And therefore I lay, he 
is not to be Obey d in this, any more than in the Other. 
For Murder is forbid in the Commandments: But 
changing one Religion for another is not: And there- 

fore we are leſs oblig'd to ſubmit to Murder, than 
another Religion. age ee Baer e en e 
In ſhorr, I don't in earneſt think, that we are to 
ſuhmit to any Religion a King bids us. For I know 
this to be unlawful, as well as they. No; I'm. ſo 
far from this, that I think we are nor oblig d ro.fub- 71 
mit to any unlawful thing whatſoever; much leſs ro Wu 
R that being unlawful both by Divine, and our MW: 
Sumane aw oc <1 1 
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I hope it is now plain, that P2/zue Obedience to Wt 
Kings, unleſs, it be Legal or Juft, is Irreligious. For Wi: 
if we ſuffer, what do we ſuffer for? Don't we ſufter Ne 
for diſobeying the King? And if we diſobey the King, : 
how can it be Pave Obedience? This cannot be: . 

art be call'd any longer Pave Obedience, but Paſtue fl a 
Diſobedience. And if Paſſive Diſobedience can be re- 
W to any Text of Scripture, I am much mi- 
The Law of Englund requires our Kings to be Law- Ml 
ful, that is, to Govern by Law. The ſame Law; obli- 
ges us their Subj=Qs, to be Lawful, that is, to be Go- 
yern'd by Law. And every Man knows, (without 
921 oh » CERT | En ares FL Lo being 


thats. I 
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. 
being told from the Pulpit) that if he tranſgreſſes the 


Law, he muſt ſuffer rhe Penalties, of it. But if our | | 
Clergy, will be putting us in mind of our Duty to our 
Wovercign, (which I can't deny may be. uſeful, tho not 
Peceſſary for them to do) if I fay they think their? 


befter than the LA this at leaſt I mult beg of em, to 


let their Paſſve Obedience, be Legal, that is, Limited 


according to Law. ** © 
While they. do this, they are good Patriors ; bur if 


they ſtretch their Doctrine beyond the Bounds of the 


Law, Goſpel and Reaſon, they act illegally them- 
ſelves, and ought to be reckon'd among the worſt 
Enemies to their Country that we have . N 
Every Body knows, that a Legal King, that is, 
a King acting according to Law, 7s not to be reſted ' 
upon ary pretence whatfoever.- Without doubt, our 
Law-makers never meant, when they made the Law, 
in which that Expreſſion is contain'd, That an Illegal 
King, or Popery, is not to be refifted. They would 
have been as muck Enemies to their Country, for ma- 
king an unlawtul Soveraign, as well as a Lawful one, 
irre/ifiable by Lat; as thaſe Clergy are, who preach 
up an Abſo/ate Unlimited, and Unconditional Obedience 
to Kings, whether they act according to Law or no. 
For tis to be ſuppos'd that a King, who takes an Oath _ 
to Govern by Law, [ſhould be Legal. And while he 
is ſo, it is Treaſon for the Lords or Commons, or any 


elſe of the King's Subjetts, ro reſiſt him upon any pre- 


tence whatſoever. | | | 7 
If this is not the true meaning of the Law, I would 
ask any reaſonable Man, why Reſiſtance by ſo many 
of the Nobility, Gentry and People, was made uſe of 
againſt K. James, before the late Glorious Revolution? 
'Tis true, while we have a Proteſtant King or Queen 
upon the Engliſb Throne, I hope we ſhall never have 
occaſion to fear Arbitrary Power, But this Doctrine 
ſo much preach'd of late, ſeems to look —_ upon 
imes 
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dt, as well as what may come. And if © 
Ia re/ift apon any pretence whatſoever ; thoſe: ; 
that Preach ir, muſt mean, that it was unlawful to 
roſiſt K. Jamer, and tis as much unlawful ro refit his 
Prerendel Son. For if true now, ſo it was then. Bur. 


IfS'neither trucnow$nor was it then; but on the con · 5 
due, moſt Notorioully Falſe. | i 
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But if People will be deceiv d, let em be deceir | 
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